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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

1 . Applicant's representative argued: 

(1) for claim 1, Goldstein teaches the content of the surveys may be mined in a later time is different from the rcited 
limitation of "classifying said attached correction data based on the additional personal information of the specific user 
recited in said electronic submission and registering said correction data in said data base based on the classification 
results". 

(2) for claim 9, to combine Goldstein and Berger is improper 

2. The Examiner agreed the arguments were persuasive and suggested Applicant submit a response to elaborate the 
arguments made by Applicant's representative. 



